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THE MARRIAGE QUESTION.—DR. CROLY AND THE 
MOSAIC CODE, 
Tuar the passing of the Bill by the Commons permitting the 
marriage with a deceased wife's sister displeases its opponents, is 
but natural. They have stirred heaven and earth—they have 


— 


_ arguments, contained in a letter which appeared in the Standard 


of Saturday last, and follow it paragraph by paragraph. The 
letter commences thus :— 


THE MARRIAGE QUESTION. 
To the Editor of the Standard. 

Sir,—As the advance of the season renders the meeting of the Lon- 
don clergy inconvenient at Sion College, which is the proper place for 
their assemblage, and which I hope to see the recognised place of 
ecclesiastical discussion in London, | beg to avail myself of your 
columns, in adverting to the Marriage Bill, now on its way to the 
Lords. This I shall do with the utmost brevity. 

The advocates of “ marriage with a deceased wife's sister” argue the 
question on two grounds; first, that it is sanctioned by the Mosaic 
law ; and, secondly, that it is compatible with, or even beneficial to, 
Christianity. 

I object to both, as unsustained by Scripture, and inconsistent with 
society. 

We shall now hear the objections :— 


Voluminous as have been the works on the law of Moses, its princi- 
ple has been but little understood. The descendants of Abraham 
came successively in contact with three codes, if they may be so called, 
of national law--the Syrian, the Egyptian, and the Canaanite ; the 
first half savage, the next vicious, and the last brutish. The law of 
Moses utterly denounced the last as an abomination, and prohibited 


_ the second, but was limited to modifying the Syrian. 


taught and preached by Abraham. 


invoked the religion of heaven and the social interests of earth—to | 


make it appear as if the object of the Bill were to overthrow both. 
They have distorted the Old Testament and squeezed the New 
one, to make good an illogical argument. All this we expected ; 
but that a High Churchman and Doctor of Divinity, such as G. 


Croly, LL.D., Rector of St. Stephen’s, Walbrook, should, in the — 


‘wrath of his nostrils,” come forward with a tirade against, and 
denunciation of, the Old Testament ‘n toto, is, we confess, some- 
thing so novel and original in our days, that we cannot let it pass 
unnoticed. Let us, then, dispassionately examine Dr, Croly’s 


Exactly so. The Israelites never pretended, as did the con- 
fessors of Dr. Croly’s creed, that all their mstitutions were new. 
They insisted upon the newness of the doctrinal part of the 
Mosaical law—the Unity of God and the negation of Polytheism— 
There were besides, the 
Noachide laws which also preceded the law of Moses. Indeed, 
the law of Moses was an honest one; it received whatever was 
cood from predecessors and contemporaries, and only abolished 
what was bad in them. But we will now see how this preliminary 
assists Dr. Croly’s argument. He continues— 


The law of Moses is wholly inapplicable to Christianity. It allowed 
plurality of wives, concubinage, the right of parents over the life of 
the child, the killing of the man who had slain another by accident, 
slavery for debt, and divorce for bodily infirmity. All these had been 
the traditional customs of their Syrian ancestry. The only distinction 
was, that the Mosaic code retarded, in some degree, the violence of 
those customs, interposed difficulties to their immediate ferocity, and 
laboured to bring them nvarer to civilisation, Thus, although it sanc- 
tioned the killing of the accident2) manslayer, it gave him a chance 
of escape by providing sir cities of refuge. Thus, also, although it 
allowed divorce, it prolonged the process of divorcement, and sur- 
rounded it with grave formalities. Thus, also, although allowing 
slavery, it compelled the release of the Israelite from slavery every 
seventh year. In tact, its whole operation was a reluctant permission, 
amounting to a practical protest against customs retained only through 
the national * hardness of heart.” 


Here the Doctor suddenly strays from the line he commenced, 
and is therefore wrong both in his premises and inferences, He 
admits (and we need not thank him for this admission) that 
the Mosaic law is obviously opposed to violence and ferocity, and 
that it effected civilisation ; but he fails to prove that it is “‘ wholly 


i| 


inapplicable to Christianity” The founder of Christianity dis- 
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tinctly said, “ Think not that I am come to destroy the law or 
the prophets: I am not come to destroy, but to fulfil. Nor was 
this co: firmation of the Mosaic law temporary only, because he 
continues, “ For verily I say unto you, till heaven and earth pass, 
one jot or one tittle shall in no wise pass from the Jaw, till all be 
fulfilled’ (Matthew v.17,18). There are numerous other pas- 
sages in the New Testament shewing that the spirit of primitive 
Christiasity was not opposed to, but founded on, the Mosaical 
law, It was certainly inconvenient for those who moulded Christ- 
janitv into different forms and shapes, and grafted new doctrines 
zon it, to adopt this view. It suited them much better to make 
it bran-new; but Christian divines of great learning have already 
exposed these adulterations and interpolations, so that we are 
spared the trouble of recapitulating them. But we are grieved to 
find that Dr. Croly is anything but honest in his ‘* paraphrasing” 
of the Mosaical law. He savs, for instance, “it sanctioned the 
killing of the accidental manslayer.” The Mosaic law does no 
such thing. It says, of the accidental homicide, ‘* he shall flee unto 
one of those cities, and live: /est the avenger of the blood pursue 
the slayer, while his heart is hot, and overtake him, because the 
way is long, and slay him; whereas he was not worthy of death,” 
ete. (Deut. ix. 5,6). This is a most beautiful and humane law, 
of which Judaism may be proud; it pronounces the unintentional 
manslayer ‘‘ unworthy of death,”’ end institutes cities of refuge to 
prevent further bloodshed. Nor is the Doctor right in saying it 
allowed “ divorce for bodily infirmity.” Whatever may be the 
traditional interpretations, the J/osaic law distinctly says, N¥'D ‘5 
333 AW 73, which signifies, that he d:scovered a breach of 
matrimonial chastity. 

divorcement, and surrounding it with grave formalities,” surely 
this obvious reluctance to divorce ought to be admired by a clergy- 
man of the Church of England, a country in which the formali- 
ties of divorce are so grave—aye, and so expensive—that a man 
who cannot find the means of defraying the expense of a divorce 
bill passing through the Houses of Parliament, though he can 
prove adultery to its fullest extent, cannot avail himself of the 
benefit of that law. The Jews, however, have but one: law for 
rich and poor, and the latter may pass a bill of divorce, in case of 
necessity, as well as the former, at a trifling expense. 

At last the Doctor begins to apply his argument to the question 

at issue, and thus continues :— 


On the subject of marriage, the principle of the code was bevond 
objection—" None of vou shall sdaaniah to any one that is near of 
kin” (Levit. xviil.6), which was followed by the details. But to this 
principle the code tolerated two exceptions; first, the widow of a 
childless husband was entitled to marry his brother ; and second, a 
widewer was allowed to marry the sister of his deceased wife. The 
reason of those two exceptions existed wholly in the customs of their 
Syrian ancestry, by which the widow, as in the repulsive story of 
Thamar, possessed the right of insisting on this union; and by which 
Shore might be the husband of two sisters, as in the instance of 
acob. 


Here the Doctor is very correct and honest, and both excep- 
tions-——the marriage of tlhe widow of a childless husband to his 
brother, and that of a widower to his deceased wife's sister—are 
indeed most humane, and tend to the promotion of social domestic 
happiness. 

As to the ‘‘ repulsive story of Tamar,” to which the Doctor 
alludes, it is a pity that he touched this delicate subject, as we are 
compelled to retort with the Christian genealogy, which traces the 
founder of Christianity to Phares, the offspring of this “ repulsive 
story of Thamar.” Strange, indeed, that from the marriage so 


much condemved by the reverend gentleman should arise the 
Christian Messiah ! 


He then says— 


It will be observed that the Mosaic law dealt with both these ex- 
ceptions exactly as it had dealt with the old laws of homicide, divorce, 
slavery, etc.—it modified them both; in other words, it brought them 

propriety and virtue as could be done 
The modification in the instance of the 


as nearly within the limits of 
with a “ stiff-necked” people. 


As to its “prolonging the process of | 


husbend’s brother was, that instead of being compelled, as of old, to 
marry the widow, he might be released on the slight penalty of appear. 
ing before the tribunal, and being spat upon and struck by the woman. 
In the instance of the two sisters, the modification was, that the mar- 
riage should be postponed until the death of the wife. It is obvious 
that both exceptions were local, that they arose from the peculiarity of 
a code forced to tolerate customs ingrafted into national prejudices, 
and that they were in fact only parts of a general systein of unwilling 
compromise with the ancient perversions of the people. It is equally 
obvious that none of those permissions would have been suffered, and 
none of those modifications would have existed, in a religion beginning 
on new ground, as Christianity has authentically and declaredly done. 


Now we need scarcely repeat our protest against this assertion. 
that ‘‘ primitive Christianity was a religion beginning on new 
ground ;’ nor do we admit that “ Christianity has authentically 
and declaredly done so." We again quote the author of Christ- 
sanity: ‘* Whosoever therefore shall break one of these least com- 
mandments, and shall teach men so, he shall be called the least in 
the kingdom of heaven: but whoever shall do and teach them, 
the same shall be called great inthe kingdom of heaven” ( Matt. v.19). 

But the Rev. Doctor now becomes warm ; he exclaims— 


The arguments on the opposite side are actually contemptible. 


Let us see why he considers them contemptible :— 


If we are told that all which is allowed by the Mosaic code must be 
allowed to the practice of the Christian: the evident answer is, that 
the Mosaic code allowed homicide, filicide, coneubinage, etc. 

lf we are told, that “all which is not prohibited by the Mosaic code 
must be allowed in the practice of the Christian,” the equally evident 
answer is, that the marriage of a man with his own daughter finds 20 
literal prohibition in the Mosaic code. The true conclusion is, that 
the code of Judaism is wholly inapplicable to Christianity. 

‘Here the Doctor is again very unfair in his argument. In the 
first instance, because the laws which he designates “* homicide, 
filicide, etc.,” were seldom, if ever, practised, even during the 
Jewish polity, and were wisely surrounded by tradition with so 
many precautionary clauses and preambles, that they only existed 
in theory; and secondly, “that the marriage of a man with his 
own daughter finds no ¢teral prohibition in the Mosate law,” from 
which he concludes ‘that the code of Judaism is wholly inap- 
plicable to Christianity.” Surely if the Rev. Doctor cannot find 


any other more fair and honest argument, h’s conclusion is, to 


sav the least of it, very weak. What! is it necessary for a legis- 
lator to prohibit literally the marriage of a man with his own 
daughter, when he commences— 

|. “ None of you shall approach to any that is near of kin to 
him” (Levit. xviii.6)? Again— 

2. “ The nakedness of thy son’s daughter, or of thy daughter's 
daughter, even ‘their nakedness thou shalt not uncover” (Ibid. 
verse 10)? Again— 

4. * Thou shalt not uncover the nakedness of thy daughter-in- 
law’ (Ibid. verse 15)? Again— 

4. “* Thou shalt not uncover the nakedness of a woman and her 
daughter, neither shalt thou take her son’s daughter, or her 
daughter's daughter,”’ ete. (Ibid. verse 17)? 

Now we appeal to Dr. Croly’s or any one’s common sense, 
is not the prohibition of a marriage with a daughter clearly implied, 
when even the relations of the daughter are prohibited ? Surely 
Dr. C. must know that we cannot require everything in the Bible 
literally, nor can we take everything literally. Does Dr. Croly 
literally observe the following injunction of the New Testament: 
‘* Whoscever shall smite thee on thy right cheek, turn to him the 
other also; and if any man will sue thee at the law, and take away 
thy coat, let him have thy cloak also” (Matthew v. 39,40). We 
think the Rev. Doctor will take good care that no one sliall take 
his coat, much less will he give him his cloak besides. But we 
will continue Dr. Croly’s observations: — 


On the subject of kin (a matter not much understood) a fe w obser- 
vations will be sufficient. Kin is made by nature or by marriage. A 
wife is one with her husband. “ Whom God hath joined tog ether” is 
the Divine declaration of the identity; the kin of the wife thus 
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double root in a two-fold manner, namely, 1, as man and wife ; 2, as 


father and child; 3, as lord and servant (slave, or the domestic cattle), 
as the old poet sings— 


Olkor uty yuvaika re, taporipa (Hesiod). 
Nevertheless, in the course of ages, this natural clement of a state 
(viz., the patriarchal, as a natural and organic one) changed, either by 
war or oppression, into a forcible one (the quarter afforded te prisoners 
for a ransom, or slavery, being the first step towards the formation of 
ancient civilisation from cannibalism), or by a social contract in a 
more legal order. It seems improbable that from the mere family 
elements or the patriarchal condition the state of tyranny and siavery 
could ever issue ; and we find no uncontested example of this chang- 
ing of the patriarchal power in the course of history, either sacred or 
profane. 

On the other hand, we find very early in the beginning of the forma- 
tion of society—for man is by his nature a political, ie., a social 
animal, as Aristotle says—the material force and hardiness of some 
robust hunters and cultivators prevailing, and forcing the weaker to 
choose between death or servitude, decided for the mastering con- 
querors. oly Scripture affords us two examples of this prevailing 
force by that first war, the forerunner of all subsequent ones, and the 
type of them all. This was the war between Cain the peasant and 
Abel the shepherd. The second is in the person of Nimrod, mighty 
in hunting, the first conqueror and tyrant. Let us endeavour to ex- 
plain according to our views these two types in holy writ. 

The denominations Cain, Abel, Nimrod. must show us the way by 
which we are able to extricate the true meaning of that holy book. 
Cain signifies the industrious, the builder; Abel, the careless, the 
vain. Cain was the.ploughman, the first possessor of a hut and an 
acre ; Abel the shepherd, without all this, wandering abroad with his 
flocks. They are brothers, but yet enemies in their professions ; for 
Abel did not acknowledge his brother's profession; he was the pro- 
tector of community of all boons, destroyed the hedges of the acres of 
his brother, and allowed his flocks to pasture upon his cultivated 
fields. The first casus belli was given; Cain killed his brother. But 
why was the Deity pleased with the offerings of Abel and not with 
those of Cain, though the former were bloody victims, the latter 
merely flowers and fruits? We cannot answer this question in a 
better manner than in the words of one of our mast celebrated authors 
(viz., Kant), in his treatise on the probable origin of the eldest history 
of mankind. He says, in his further commentary on the first chapter 
of Genesis, “‘ The prevailing principle of agriculture is the holiness of 
possession, the inviolability of compromise, of historical convention, 
or of the fictitious laws of habit sail use in the acquired soil, and es. 
pecially of inheritance. The sanctified objects therefore are, the herd, 
the boundaries of the field, and the plough. The possession of these 
objects is secured by laws, and these, in order to sanctify them still 
_ more, and to preserve them from secret violation or open violence, 
are submitted to the protection of particular gods or genii, the friends 
and tutors of parts and oaths, and the avengers of transgressions. 
Everything has therefore its divine protector, a kind of mediator 
between men and the hidden universal Ruler of the world. The 
labourers wanted such middle beings, and placed their images, as gods 
of termini, on the borders of their fields, and those of tutelar gods in 
their houses and temples. Agriculture, in short, is by its character a 
polytheistic profession ; and this alone can be the reason why the 
‘teacher of the Unity of God represents Him as not being pleased with 


the offerings of Cain, the labourer and polytheist, but only with those 


of his brother Abel, the herdsman, who acknowledges no interme- 
diate divinity between him and his Creator, the Almighty God, for his 


religion is naturally Monotheism. Agriculture and the arts produce | 


by themselves the contrary of the fundamental idea of revelation, that 
is, paganism and idolatry. And so we find a corresponding fact in the 
Greek mythology, where Pan, i. e., the universal invisible God, was the 
god of shepherds. 
We come now to the third type, that of the hunter, Nimrod. The 
original signification of this word is ambiguous; it signifies either 
“ let us dominate,” or “ let us revolt” (from the verb ™™ or 2). The 
hunter was indeed, like the pastor, a Monotheist by his business ; but 
came more into harmonious relation with the cultivator. His 
management was not the field, the cultivated soil, but the desert, the 
uncultivated woods. He by his business did not injure the labourers 
ssession ; on the contrary, he defended him and his cattle from the 
Genees of prey. Iu the beginning the labourer, whom he delivered 
from his enemies, might have repaid his service with the fruits of his 
toil; therefore we find very frequently a combination of the hunter 
with the land-possessor. But at last the hardy hunter subdued both 
the shepherd and the labourer, and made them tributary for the shelter 


he bestowed on them. He made them his slaves, forcing them to work 
for him, to yield to the noble sportsman the best of the huts the one 
built, and the best of the cattle the other fed. At last he was by club- 
law, the master of all; and stretching himself on his bear-skin, he 
commanded the subdued people with the insolence of rude violence, 
and with the deepest contempt against all except his own family and 
kindred, and every other business except war and the chase. 

In the dark times of ignorance and superstition, every extraordinary 
apparition or event in nature was—for the true cause was inconceiva- 
ble—attributed to an exceptional higher power, i. e., to a particular 
God. In the same way, men distinguished by bodily vigour or mental 
gifts attributed their exceptional and superior qualities to the per- 
sonified hidden power of their gods, and declared them their parents. 
This is apparently the origin of the age of heroes, the Nephilim of the 
Sacred Scriptares. The astonished crowd believed in their tales; 
the mob, still desirous of wonderful accidents, submitted voluntarily to 
the natural innate supremacy of these few families, the “ We, by the 
grace of God,” of ancient times. This custom prevailed until the last 
period of paganism, so that even two pupils of two renowned philo- 
sophers, the former a hero in dialectical war, the latter in the bloodier 
one, were believed to have descended from two gods; viz., Plato from 
Apollo, Alexander from Jupiter. 

(To be contin ued.) 


JEWISH LITERARY SOCIETY. 
PuRsuAnNT to a circular issued by the chairman, Mr. Henry 
Faudel, and containing the names of many highly respected mem- 
bers of the Jewish community as subscribers to the proposed 
society, a meeting was held at Sussex Hall, on the I Ith instant, 
Mr. Faudel in the chair. Besides the gentlemen present at the 
former meeting, we noticed, Messrs. Aaron Cohen, Haim Guedalla, 
M. Almosnino, — Angel, George Levason, E. Sydney, Henry 
Solomon, Samuel Moses, Dr. Kalischer, ete. , 

The minutes of the former meeting having been read by Mr. 
M.S. Oppenheim, who kindly acted as secretary pro tem., and the 
chairman having introduced the business of the evening by some 
appropriate remarks on the importance of the election of a com- 
mittee, a desultory discussion took place, after which it was sug- 
gested by the chairman that two committees should be appointed; 
viz., a general one, upon whom should devolve the management, 
and another for the selection of the works to be translated. Mr. 
Walter Josephs then proposed the names of fifteen gentlemen 
for the general committee, which, being seconded by Mr. George 
Levason, was carried. The select committee, consisting of five 
members, was also proposed and adopted. <A vote of thanks 
having been proposed to the chairman by the Rev. D. W. Marks, 
and seconded by M.H. Bresslau, the meeting separated with 
prospects that those gentlemen who have not yet fully entered 
into the object of the society will join the originators of this 
laudable proposal to make the treasures of Jewish literature ac- 
cessible to the English public. That some difficulties and ob- 
stacles should present themselves at the outset of the plan, is no 
more than natural; but the well-known character of the chair- 
man for perseverance, assisted by so sacred a cause, lead us to 
hope that the committee may soon meet, and, waiving all minor 
considerations, will join in the promotion of the common good— 
the dissemination of Hebrew knowledge, and thus practically refute 
the charge that the Jews have no mind for learning and science. 

Dr. Sachs, of Berlin, and Professor Munk, of Paris, etc., have 
promised their support. 


MR. CHARLES DICKENS’ LIBEL ON THE JEWS. 
To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Although English Jews enjoy (with one exception) all the 
privileges of British subjects, they endure a species of oppression 
nearly as painful as the greater cruelties under which their brethren 
in less favoured countries still languish. I allude to the prejudice 
which, owing to unjust aspersions in all ages cast upon the character 
of Jews, connects their name with dishonouring associations, so 
wounding to the feelings of every properly-constituted Jewish mind. 
How far society is injured by encouraging a prejudice which has the 


| effect of diminishing the self-respect of some of its members, I shall not 
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discuss; but that it is desirable to combat and strive to eradicate it, 
[ think no one who has the good of society at heart will deny. 

I would therefore call your attention to an article in No. 15 of 

Dickens’ new periodical, JIousehold Words, entitled ** The Old Lady 
in Threadneedie-street,” humorously describing the system which 
conducts the operations of the Bank of England, In this article ap-, 
pears the following remark: “ The future history of this metal [gold] 
is explained in three sentences; it is coined at the Mint, distributed 
to the public, worn by friction (or sweatep py Jews) ull it becomes 
light.” Now why has the writer gone out of his way, giving us four 
sentences to explain that which he tells us requires only three, to in- 
troduce, in parenthesis though it be, “(or sweated by Jews)" ? This 
insinuation was not necessary to elucidate the narrative. The three 
preceding words, “worn by friction,” explain how coin becomes light ; 
and it is an assertion in which the writer has no faith, or why not as 
positively assert it as “ worn by friction”? But believed in or not, I 
ask the writer to prove his charge. Has he not held up my creed to 
scorn and detestation in charging Jews with this dishonest practice ? 
Ilad he said “ sweated by money-changers,” I should have lett it with 
that class (well able themselves) to vindicate their own honour ; but 
by charging Jews with dishonest!y deteriorating the coin of these 
realms he libels me, and I have a right to demand his proofs. Who 
are these Jews ?. Not the poor; they surely cannot afford to practise 
that process' to gain twopence three-farthings per sovereign, which, 
according to the writer, was “the average loss upon each light coin, 
on an average of thirty-five thousand taken in 1845.” Are, then, the 
offenders the great Jew bullion merchants, who export and import 
gold coin at so much the ounce, and to whom, therefore, no possible 
advantage could accrue by reducing the weight ? Evidently, then, the 
Jews alluded to must belong to that fourteenth tribe, for whose iniqui- 
ties for eighteen centuries we have suffered. The tribe that has been 
charged with the murder of Christian infants, to make the Passover- 
bread with innocent blood. The tribe that lately, in Damascus, was 
accused of murdering a Christian priest for the like sacrilegious pur- 
pose ; which charge, as it was openly made, was, unfortunately for the 
lovers of the marvellous, proved to be utterly false—although the 
falsehood in that barbarous country is still emblazoned on a tablet,’ 
for no other earthly purpose, than to pander to a morbid appetite for 
slander, that doubtless exists in that country ; and for permitting this 
outrage upon truth, the authorities—who are too well informed to 
believe in a statement the falsehood inided of which they proved 
themselves—are highly reprehensible. And now must be added this 
last charge to the black catalogue of their crimes, that of * sweating 
coin!” 

Il ask an impartial and intelligent public, if there be not an analogy 
between these two latest charges? In both cases false, originated by 
no one knows who; in both cases the public instructors—in one case 
the governing authorities, in the other the great authority of an influen- 
tial organ of the press—take advantage of the slander to excite the 
hatred of the powerful against the weak, and that by the most subtle 
art; by first rousing the virtuous indignation against crime in the 
abstract, and then pointing to the Jews as its perpetrators. In the one 
case the charge assumes that cruel form which suits the barbarous 
natures of a semi-civilised population, in the other the form of a more 
refined inuendo, pandering to an equally unreasoning prejudice, exist- 
ing even at the present time in enlightened communities—a state of 
mind we may naturally expect in a period when public opinion is in 
the transition state, gradually emancipating itself from the trammels 
of prejudice and intolerance. Such forgetfulness on the part of writers 
professing to advocate and lead the cause of progress, must retard the 


realisation of that consummation, when individual and public opinion 


will be influenced only by the light of reason and of truth. 
_I do not address this letter to you with a view to its publication, but 
simply with the desire of directing your powerful-pen against the use 


of such injurious allusions, so common in reference to the character of | 


Jews. If there were any truth in these insinuated charges, it would 
become us to remain silent, for by inviting the notice of the world we 
should but publish our infamy ; and had the remark here complained 

' At the time light sovereigns were called in, some years ago, I recollect 
reading in the newspapers a description of the process of “ sweating.” It 
was this: a number of new coins being placed in a sieve or bowl were 
violently shaken, the friction causing a certain quantity of gold to rub off, 
which remained in the vessel in the shape of dust. 

* Sir Moses Montefiore, in passing through Damascus on his recent journey 
to the Holy Land, found a tablet in the monastery to which the unfortunate 
father belonged, on which was engraved in two languages the horrid libel 
against the Jews ; whether the same beneficent influence that was the means 


of proving the falsehood of the charge here recorded has succeeded in ob- 
taining its removal, I am not able to say. 


of appeared in a low publication, or even in a daily newspaper, I 
should hardly have thought it necessary to notice it. The daily press 
expressing, if not inculcating, existing prejudices, is perhaps excusa- 
ble, to a certain extent, for employing such prejudices to convey cer- 
tain notions of things to the minds of their readers ; but appearing in 
a journal conducted by one of the greatest literary benefactors of his 
species, whose writings have done so much already to overthrow the 
prejudices of class and to ameliorate the condition of the unfortunate, 
and which professes to have in view the inculcation of true principles— 
} “ Familiar in their mouths as household words,” 
I am humbly of opinion that to remain silent would be criminal; and 
if, in your discretion, you should think this communication of use 
towards effecting the desired end, I shall deem myself honoured in 
being permitted to render some service, however slight, to the cause 
of truth and tolerance. | 
Bde 


MR. CHARLES DICKENS AND THE JEWS. 

What stronger breast-plate than a heart untainted ” 

Thrice is he arm’d that hath his quarrel just.—-S/a/speare, 
To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—I shall duly esteem your admitting into the columns of 
the Jewish Chronicle the few subjoined observations. I must 
commence by assuring you that I sincerely believe there is no 
more enthusiastic admirer of Mr. Charles Dickens’ works than 
myself. I have ever found them teem with kindly, benevolent, 
and generous sentiments, with one exception, and that is, as 
regards our co-religionists. Would that the vindication of our 
Jewish brethren were in abler hands; but as hitherto no one has 
stepped from the ranks of Israel to break a lance with this moral 
Goliath (Mr. Dickens), even I, like the lowly shepherd youth of 
Scripture, shall presume to. fling at him such pebbles as I can 
collect from the spring of my humble intellect. I am urged to 
this course by an illiberal remark in Mr. Dickens’ //ousehold 
Words touching the Hebrews, in an article entitled “ The Old 
Lady in Threadneedle-street,” which rans thus: ‘The future 
history of this metal is explained in three sentences: it is coined 
at the Mint, distributed to the public, worn by friction (or sweated 
by Jews), till it becomes light,” ete. 

Now, Sir, I do consider this observation most illiberal, ground- 
less, and unjustifiable; though had I ever found a word in any 
one of the many clever works of Mr. Dickens in the remotest 
degree favourable to the Hebrews, I should not, perhaps, have 
carped at this; but it is no less strange than true, that I have 
never yet, in Mr. Dickens’ works, seen any allusion to the Hebrews, 
but for the purpose of attaching to our nation reproaches of vice, 
meanness, and unworthiness. Were Mr. Dickens a miserable 
penny-a-liner, his observations would have been unworthy of 
remark; but as his works are perhaps more generally read than 
those of any other writer of fiction, they are calculated to create 
anything but a disposition to follow the injunction (so often 
quoted by Mr. D.) of Jesus Christ, i. e., Love one another.” 
That the reproaches he has heaped upon the Hebrews are readily 
controverted, must be apparent to all. Where are these Fagins 
(of course, a class-type) ? these gold-sweaters ? I answer with 
confidence, purely residents in the brain that gave “to airy 
nothing a local habitation and a name.” I maintain, and it is 
supported by a thousand facts that bear testimony to my assertion, 
that instead of my brethren being of an immoral character, they 
are, whether in their domestic relations or public capacities, a 
pattern each class to its parallel. Look through the annals of 
crime, as one test of their propriety and good-citizenship. Where 
are the Jewish murderers, burglars, pick-pockets, and other per- 
nicions characters? Very little trouble indeed are they, thank 
God! to the judges of criminal courts. I do not pretend to 
affirm, that there have been no Jews convicted of illegal acts; 
but I can fearlessly aver, that they do not nearly bear their pro- 
portion in crime to the inhabitants of this empire. I am sorry to 
say it, but it is nevertheless a fact, that Mr. Dickens, in his 


j 
| 
| 
| 
: 
1% 


JEWISH CHRONICLE. pa 


becomes the hin of the husband. Of this new connection there is a 
striking instance in the marriage of a man with a widow having a 
daughter. Though, while disengaged, he was at liberty to marry 
either, yet by marrying the mother he was, in case of her death, nro- 
hibited from marrying the daughter; his marriage having made the 
daughter of Ain, the mother and himself being one. Ifa woman, for- 
merly a total stranger, could thus, by the mere accident of her mother’s 
marriage, become “near of kin,” and consequently come within the 
prohibited degrees, must not a wife’s sister be nearer still, and the 
marriage be (a fortiori) forbidden ¥ 


Dr. Croly's argument is here completely thrown awav, because 
he cannot wnsay the Biblical distinét words: “Neither shalt thou 
take a wife to her sister, to vex her, to uncover her nakedness 
beside the other in her life-time; from which the inference is, that 
he may marry her after the death of the sister. 

We will now give the conclusion of this curious letter :— 


The usual argument, that what God has commanded, or permitted, 
at one time (as the marriage of two sisters), can never be a crime, is 
obviously untenable. If Abraham was commanded to sacrifice his 
son, and the Israelites were commanded to extirpate the Canaanites, 
would either man or nation now be guiltless in following their exam- 
ples P—virtuous under the circumstances, they would row notoriously 
be crimes. | 

The Ten Commandments are not the Mosaic code, though of it they 
form the foundation. They are the principles of primal morals, uni- 
versal and imperishable. The Mosaic code was, like its religion, 
intended for the introduction of more perfect forms of faith and morals. 
It was limited to Judaism, was intended to perish, and has perished. 
It is ro longer, in its Syrian customs, or their Mosaic modification, 
capable of furnishing a rule for human morals. ‘The “ schoolmaster to 
bring us to Christ” exercises his office no more. No argument can be 
pleaded from imperfection to perfection. 

Having thus briefly given the substance of the question, as it is seen 
in the light of the Old Testament, I shall beg vour permission to send 
you another letter on its aspect in the view of Christianity. 

remain, your obedient servant, 
Walbrook, July, 1850. G. Crory, LL.D. 


We deny both assertions. The Mosaic code, like its religion, 
was not intended to perish, and Aas not perished. Its religion has 
outlived many others, and will outlive many more. It originated 
civilisation, and develops it with its practice. Its details may 
undergo some alteration, its principles are immutable, It is but 
observed by a small people, but that small people, as a witness 
of God, will ever be in the great court of justice on earth, and 
testify to the Divine promise: “ As for me, this is my covenant 
with them, saith the Lord: My spirit that is upon thee, and my 
words which I have put in thy mouth shall not depart out of thy 
mouth, nor out of the mouth of thy seed, nor out of the mouth of 
thy seed’s seed, saith the Lord, from henceforth and for ever” 
(Isaiah lix. 21). 

THE LAWS OF ISRAEL, 
As represented by the Greeks and Romans. 
By A. Fiscuet. 
(Continued from page 307.) 
V. 

Wuewn the divine lawgiver recommended to his flock the due observ- 
ance of his holy laws, he impressed it on their minds, saying, “ Keep 
them and do them, for this is your wisdom and your understanding. in 
the sight of the nations which shall hear all these statutes, and say, 
Surely this great nation is a wise and understanding people.”' Im- 
pressed with this promise, we look anxiously towards the nations ot 
antiquity who have devoted some time to the consideration of these 
laws, in the expectation that we may find this prophecy fulfilled in the 
monuments of ancient opinion ; but what a vastly different scene repre- 
sents itself to our mind in turning towards the Greeks and Romans for 
this purpose! Instead of admiring this nation as a “ wise and under- 
standing people,” they heap up stores of calumny in reference to them 
and their laws, and the superficial reader begins to treat with indif- 
ference the promises of Moses. ‘The more accurate reader, however, 
will not fail to discover the source of this incongruity; he will per- 


1 Deut. iv, 6. 
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ceive that the imputations against the laws of Moses were but excuses 
for their own absurdities, that in their mind they felt the great supe- 
riority thereof, and that they were but defending their own inherited 
philosophy when they, contrary to their conviction, penned down some 
unconnected statements as a bulwark against the beneficial influence 
the Jewish laws might effect on their own people to the detriment of 
their leaders. We have dilated upon this previously, and now add, 
that vet here and there some of their true opinions come forward in 
their writings, as if they were witnesses against the malicious state- 
ments. Strabo estates, that the Jews are extraordinarily just, and 
truly religious.” Justinus also says, that “it was a custom among the 
Jews to have such kings and priests as were distincuished to an incre- 
dible extent by their justice combined with religion.”* In some the 
admiration for the Jews exhibits itself in a somewhat singular manner: 
Rutilius Numatianus, for instance, says, that “the Jews abstain from 
human food.’’* — Plinius says, that “ the Essenes are a nation pre-emi- 
pently wonderful above any nation in the world, without any women, 
abstaining from love, without money ; indeed, they are the companions 
of the palm-trees. ... Yet during a thousand centuries (incredible to 
be said) they remain as an eternal nation, no one being born among 
them.” 

No better illustration can be given of their system than is recorded 
in their statements in re erence to the worship of God. ‘They knew 
very well that the Jews worshipped but one God (as we shall see 
hereafter); yet the same authors who record this venture to misrepre- 
sent the same in another part of their works. VPetronius, for instance, 
says, “* Let the Jew invoke the pretty little ears of heaven." Celsus 
says, * It is wonderful that whilst the Jews worship the heavens and 
angels, they disregard the most important parts thereof, as the sun, 
moon, ¢ete.”’ Even in one of the Roman laws they are called “ heaven- 
worshippers” (calicole). Juvenal says. ‘“ They. worship nothing 
besides the clouds and the dirty heavens.”* The cause of these state- 
ments is evident; no statues or images were to be found in their 
temples, but all were seen to have their eyes directed towards heaven, 
the most splendid of God's works, in order to feel animated in their 
prayers. But more surprising is the statement of others, that the 
Jews adore the donkey race. Apion says, that “ the Jews had placed 
in their temple.the bead of a donkey, and worshipped it with great 
care.”* Plutarch says, “they adore a donkey, because it shewed 
them the way to a well of water.”"® ‘Tacitus says, “ they consecrated 
in the temple a picture of that animal, under whose guidance they 
escaped wandering and thirst.'"' To reconcile these statements with 
truth would be a difficult task, inasmuch as we know that no image | 
was placed in the temple, nor was any veneration paid to animals. 
Nor will it be an easy matter to discover the cause or origin of these 
assertions, if we—even considering the worship of donkeys an exagge- 
ration of these authors only—admit that the Jews had a peculiar 
regard for this race. This idea may, however, have been impressed 
on the minds of the Romans, in consequence of the Jews representing 
to themselves the ass as the emblem of peace, or because they ab- 
stained from using its flesh. At all events, the latter supposition was 
the cause of some remarks made in reference to their abstinence from 
pork. So says Petronius, “ Let the Jew worship the god Pore ;"" 
and Plutarch gives it as his opinion, that “they do not eat swine’s 
flesh, because they consider the swine as divine.” One more sup- 
position we shall add, in reference to the regard the Roman authors 
state the Jews had for the colt. It is well known that the primitive 
object which the toreigners had in visiting Judea was “ commerce,” 
and probably no Roman author would ever have visited that country 
had he not found an opportunity by mercantile expeditions. Of all 
Palestine there was no spot so favourable for commerce as the vicinity 
of Mount Tabor, the harbour of Acco being a favourite resting-place 
for mariners. The great attraction which this region had for the 
Romans was glass; the brook Belus, where glass was invented, is sup- 
plied with water by Tabor, in the vicinity of which is also the river 
Cendevia, equally famous for the production of that material. ‘This 
part of Palestine has been assigned to Zebulon and Issachar, in con- 
formity with the wish of Moses when he said, “ Rejoice Zebulon in 
thy commerce, and Issachar in thy tents. They shall call the people 
unto the mountains, there they shall offer sturiloes of righteousness ; 
for they shall suck the abundance of the seas, and of the hidden trea- 
sures of the sand” (i.e., glass).'"* Consequently the strangers mostly 
entered Judea by the land of Issachar, when their attention was called 
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to their standard. Jacob, blessing Issachar, says, “ Ie is a strong ass 
couching down between two burdens ;”'* this may have caused this 
tribe to adopt this animal as its emblem, notwithstanding the greatly 
opposite idea which in this age has been connected with it, and at 
the same time have impressed on the mind of the foreigner that they 
worshipped it. | 

Minucius Felix adopts another system; he wishes to prove that the 
worship of one God is useless, and expresses himself in the following 
singular manner: “So little power has their God, that he with his 
nation are captive under the Roman deities.”'® He further recom- 
mends his friends to read Josephus or Antonius Julianus, where they 
would perceive, that as long as they worshipped the Roman gods 
they were very fortunate, but as soon as they forsook thein they were 
forsaken.” This, however, is but an imitation of Cicero, when he says, 
* low dear the Jews are to the gods may be traced from their being 
conquered, expelled, and in servitude.” 

The preceding extracts contain but wilful misrepresentations of the 
Jewish worship, which are brought to light by their statements in 
other parts of their works, in which they describe the idea which the 
Jews had of Deity. Strabo says, in reference to Moses, *‘ le said and 
taught, that the Egyptians were wrong in worshipping animals, nor 
were the Lybians or Greeks right in representing God in human form : 
for there is but one God, who contained all, land and sea, that which 
we call ‘ Ouranos’ and ‘Cosmos,’ and the nature of the existing 
things.” Diodorus Siculus says of Moses, that “he did not ordain 
any form for the gods, as he believed that they were not of human 
form, but that the true God was He who contained heaven and earth, 
and is the Chief of all.”” Tacitus says, “The Egyptians adore 


several animals and images; the Jews think that there is only one | 


(sod. They consider as impious those who make the form of a god 
by fashioning perishable materials iato a human shape. ‘Their God is 
most:ublime and eternal, unchangeable and imperishable. There- 
fore there are no images jn their towns nor in their temples. They 
pay no worship to their kings, nor any honour to emperors.” * Dion 
Cassius says, “ They adore but one God; there is moreover no image 
to be found in Jerusalem, as they consider Him invisible, and his 


name ineffable.” Celsus also says, that “the Jews think that there 
exists but one God.” * 


Such extracts are the begt illustrations of the words of Malachi, . 


“ From the rising of the sun gven to the going down of the same, great 
is my name among the natiogg, saith the Lord.”’ ** 


(To be continued.) 


P.S. Allow me to acknowledge, by this opportunity, the attention 
of Dr. Schiller, in pointing out to me those opinions, in reference to the 
word 75>, which [had omitted to state. Indeed, I agree with him 
that those opinions are anything but probable, which was the reason I 
left them unnoticed, as well as that of Bythner, who considers 75> to 
be cognate with the Greek xowos, and the Latin calum. It is some- 


what remarkable that the Talmud does not throw any light on this - 


subject, particularly as it often explains verses in which this word is 
found, as Sanhedrin, f.92, Berachoth, f. 5. i 


THE HOUSE OF LORDS IN ENGLAND, 
AND THE PRINCIPLE IT REALLY REPRESENTS. 
By Dr, Sremuerm. 

(Continued from page 325.) | 

_ But notwithstanding the universality of the polarlaw, there are par- 
ticular moditications in the peculiar application of it; so, in the 
universal body of individuals, it differs in many respects in every single 
individual. 1. In its connection with its object : in the collection of 
individuals, the state, the representative of each side of the antithesis 
is totally separated from the other, so that the one represents the 
whole positive side, and the other the whole negative one. In the 
state no material connection unites the two subdivisions of gentry and 
commoners, as, in the individual body and soul.—2. On the other 
hand, every circumstance depending on the laws of organic life seems 
to be removed, until the act of generation, a kind of sexual nourishing 
of the state, and on which depends the whole division into the above- 
named two parts of it.—3. But this sexual process exists not in the 
whole as a natural instinct, but only as a pretext taken from the 
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animal sphere, to continue the division of the state in its two classes 
as its elements. 

No natural organic instincts of nutrition, digestion, and propagation 
of the race, take place in the whole of that great community of the 
state; it seems, therefore, to be founded on the spiritual sphere alone, 
and to have its primeval roots not in the organic world, though it 
be its base, but in the world of spirits. We find in nature some state. 
resembling collections of animals of lower sphere, instituted entirely 
according to the laws of natural instinct and blind necessity. We can 
compare every particular tribe of these animals to a corresponding 
sphere of our organism, and they answer exactly to the three cavities 
of the human body, the head, the chest, and the abdomen. One will 
rules the whole, representing the queen among a crowd of bees; the 
second is the principle of defence and generation ; the third, the work- 
ing fer food and mansion. But man’s society differs by its different 
higher nature. Man's state is rather a moral institution, founded by 
a free resolutjon and will, upon the ground of common liberty—this, 
at least, is the scope and principle of it. 

The state, therefore, must be distinguished from the family, as well 
as its management from the economy of the household. In the ele- 
mentary parts of the family we observe the correspondent organic 
diversity, as in the above-named natural combination of state-resem- 
bling collections, viz., bees, ants, etc.: the natural and organic differ- 
ence of the sex, wherein we observe the last tie that connects the first 
elements of the state with the last ones of organic life and laws. The 
subsequent most important difference is the following: in the natural 
organic associations, the individual organism vanishes in the great col- 
leetion, and dies, like a limb, if separated from the whole; in the 
spiritual and moral association of man, the individual, though a limb 
of the whole, and degenerating essentially if excluded from it, remains 
in the whole a being essential in itself, by its worth as a moral being, 
a free-born spiritual creature, so that it might be dubious whether 
the state is the first and the individual the second in dignity, or whether 
the individual is the first, and the object for whose sake the institu- 
tion of the atate exists, and the state occupies the second place.* 

In consequence of this, the above-named double principle of organic 
legitimacy and spiritual self-determination (autonomy) is considered in 
the human state from that higher point of view. These two opposite 
notions are distributed by mere voluntary prejudices to the one as well as 
to the other parts of society, under the name of no}le and ignoble men, 
in consequence of that organic act of perpetuating the race. The 
doctrine of Holy Writ declares the equality of the whole of mankind 
against that old and inveterate prejudice of an innate difference of 
some exceptional families, deriving their origin from peculiar beings, 
from a superstitious divine origin of some heathen ref 

We now-arrive at the point where it must be decided what real sig- 
nification each of the oppesite parts of the state deserves in reality. 
We may remark, that thoygh the nobler classes of society assume the 
higher character of humanity—the part of the reason and of the power 
—in reality, it is the opposite side where this character of mankind 
exclasively resides. For by seeking their preference in the organic 
act of generation. they degrade human nature to the mere animality, 
and principally underrate themselves as below that measure assigned 
to our race by nature, as well as by her Creator's revealed word. 
And in this way we assume it to be the just punishment for arrogance 
and injustice—this self-abasement of the peerage to the cattle—even 
while they endeavour to oppress their fellow-creatures by that old 
error of heathenism and idolatry. 

The nobleman is by himself represented as a product of organic 
nature, and, in consequence of his own taxation of himself the meaner 
part of the nation; whilst the commoner, the ignoble man, appears as 
the true god-like creature, independent of that inferior law of organ- 
ising nature; obeying only reason and free-will. Therefore, the abso- 
lute veto of the House of Lords is not, in opposition to the votes of 
the [louse of Commons, the voice of the spirit of reason and of liberty, 
but that of the flesh, which, if it governs our soul, is the voice of vio- 
lence, of tyranny and injustice. 

_ Now if we consult profane and sacred history, we shall be able to 
judge, by the results of their doctrines and historical facts, the truth 
of our assertion. 

We may either suppose that every state origically issued from the 
family, the first element of the collective body of the nation, or we 
may assume that in this elementary family was contained already that 


* Plato’s constitution of the state (his Republic) corresponds to the organic 


one; wherefore, consequently, the individual has no other signification in it 


than the ant in an ant-hill, or the bee in a bee-hive. Quite opposite is the 
theory of the state of Aristotle, according to his books of politics, where the 
integrity of human right and dignity is ascribed to every individual. 
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works, never makes use of the title Jew, but to couple with it a 
term of reproach. 

And now I will explain to Mr. Dickens why poor Jews are the 
best educated and the most moral among the poorest classes of 
the nation. It is simply because, however wanting in general 
education, every Jew, however humble, however mean!y nurtured, 
js taught more or less of the Hebrew language, and this furnishes 
him with impressions (rarely effaced) of the ever-enduring, ever- 
glorious precepts of the Decalogue. Those who are really ac- 
quainted with the Jewish people cannot, in justice, but give them 
credit for such brotherly love and union as would be a bright 
model for any class or community. Compare, if you please, the 
poorest and meanest-taught Jew with a Christian similarly situated, 
aud you will not find the Christian so hard-working, industrious, 
sober, moral, religious, or charitable (I speak of classes, not of 
individuals ). 

As to the educated and superior classes of the Hebrews, they 
need not my advocacy; for even those who are politically opposed 
to them (Lord Ashley and his party) have borne testimony to 
their public and private worth, their talents, and their good habits 
and morality. What I have written is “ more in sorrow than in 
anger, regretting, as I do, the injustice Mr. Dickens deals to our 
nation. But | am satisfied that if he would consult that “ small 
still voice’ that monitors the soul, and such a soul as his, he will 
generously, though perhaps tacitly, admit, that, as a class, he has 
done unkindly by us. , 

Apologizing for this lengthy intrusion, 

I remain, Sir, yours most obediently, 
July 15th, 1890. BARNETT. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—One of the most essential duties of your journal, and 
which you are ever most effectually endeavouring to perform, is 
to attack abuses wherever you find them, as also to pay the 
tribute of justice to all that is beneficial, and to its originators 
and promoters. Though this effort of yours may be considered 
insignificant by some, it is nevertheless of the utmost importance, 
being the best method of annihilating bad, and creating and ele- 
vating good institutions. In this spirit, I feel convinced, you 
will permit me to sav a few words on the Jews’ College (7797 N'3), 
Smith’s-buildings, Leadenhall-street. 

Since the library of this establishment has been opened to the 
public I have frequently visited it, and, ia common with other 
friends of our literature, have enjoyed many an intellectual trcat. 
I therefore consider it my sacred duty to tender thanks, on my own 
behalf and that of several visitors, to the president and gentlemen 
of the commitee, for opening to the knowledge-thirsty public the 
rich treasures which for years have been uselessly buried; as well 
as for the exemplary order (as far as is as yet possible ) in which 
it is kept; and, lastly, for the punctuality and readiness of the 
librarian, Mr. S. Rausuck. 

At the same time, | beg to suggest to the committee to arrange 
the room opposite the library for the accommodation of copyists, 
in order to make room for more readers in the library, and to 
prevent the readers disturbing the copyists. 1 would also sug- 
gest an early revision of the catalogue, which is indispensable to 
the prosperity of the sacred object in view; and finally (that to 
which you have already drawn attention) to increase the hours of 
admission from three to five. Wis “ and 
may they who promote wisdom shine as the brightness of the fir- 
mament” (Daniel xu. 3). 

1 am, Sir, vours truly, : 
Dr. 


Great Syxacoour, Duke's PLace.—A meeting of the V estry 
was held on ‘Tuesday evening last—Mr. Lewis Jacobs, Warden, 
in the chair—to take into consideration the report of the Com- 
mittee recommending an alteration in the present mode of dispens- 


ing medical relief to the poor, viz.,that Dr. Van Oven be appointed 
consulting physician, and that another professional gentleman be 
appointed to attend to the medical wants of the poor. After a 
discussion the debate was adjourned for a fortnight, in order to 
give the Vestry time to deliberate on the subject. 


ParciaAMentary Oatus’ Bitt.—This unfortunate Bill, after 
repeated postponements during the sessiou, was on Monday night 
last withdrawn by Lord John Russell with the promise to bring 
it on next session, Well may we apply to these postponements 
the biblical proverb deferred maketh the heart sick.” 

PutLapeLreuta.—A letter received by the last American Packet 
states, that at the request of a large number of the Congregation of 
this city, the Rev. Mr. Isaac Leeser has announced himself a ean- 
didate for re-election to the office of Minister of the Congregation, 
in consequence of which the election has been postponed for six 
months, during which time the Rev. gentleman continues to offi- 


ciate. It is considered probable that Mr. Leeser will be ultimately 
re-elected. 


Tae Prize Essays.—The following sums have been sub- 
scribed for the purpose of augmenting the amount to be awarded 
to the successful competitors : — Previously announced, £17 15s. 6d. 
An Early Subscriber (Exuiouth), 5s. Mr. LH. M. Jones (Shrews- 
bury), 5s. | 

The following gentlemen have kindly consented to receive sub- 
scriptions from the friends of Hebrew literature in the provinces ; 
viz., Mr. David Hesse and Mr. M. H. Simonson, Manchester ; 
Mr. Bethel Jacobs, Hull; Rev. A. L. Green, Bristol; Rev. R. I. 
Cohen, Dover; Rev, M. B. Levy, Brighton; Mr. A. B. Oppen- 
heimer and Mr. P. Silverstone, Birmingham. 


Jewisi Huncantan Orricers’ Revtier Fuxp.—Received 
from Hertz Ben Pinchas (per Dr. Schiller), 5s. 


RABBINICAL PROVERBS. 


Here is the man, here is the letter. [Dispatch business quickly, 
without much trouble. | 

The idiot is first everywhere. 

All happens by the interposition of God, besides the fear of 
God. {Man has free will to act on his own accord, and Heaven 
does not meddle in these concerns. | 

Be prudent, and forbear speaking. 


TO CORRESPONDENTS, 

C2” Correspondents are respectfully informed that no notice can be taken 
of Communications unless they be pricate/y authenticated. 

C. L.—We shall be happy to receive occasional contributions. 

Received—The Creole Miscellany. 


As Private Tutor or Correspondent, 

a a Situation as Private Tutor, or in a Fublic School, by a 
\ Gentleman who ts conversant with the German, French, English, and 
Hebrew Languages. He would also accept a situation as Correspondent in 
a Business-house, having had experience in that capacity. References of the 
highest respectability will be given if required. Please to address, L. P., care 
of Messrs. Kbert and Levisohn, 4, Craven Buildings, City Road. 


Saxonian Assembly and Wedding Rooms, and 
Academy tor "lusic and Dancing, 
68, Great Prescott Street. 

TIVHE Proprietor, Mr. C. S. ORSON, respectfully announces to the Mem- 

bers of the Jewish persuasion, that the above Rooms may be hired for 
Wedding -Parties, Assemblies, etc. He earnestly solicits their patronage 
and inspection, and assures them that every attention will be most cheer- 
fully rendered to the comfort and accommodation of parties who favour him 
with their kind support. The Rooms will dine from 60 to 80 very conve- 
niently, and may be engaged on very reasonable terms. 


Music AND QUADRILLE BANpbs PRrovipeD, IF NECESSARY. 
A Commodious Second Floor to Let. 


Wanted, 
Respectable Youth, who is a good Penman. 
Co., 6, Union-street, Bristol. 


Apply to D, Hyan and 
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Jewish Congregation, Cape Town, Cape of 
Hope. 


HE Hebrew Congregation, wishing to Build a Synagogue for the worship 
of the God of Israel, appeal to the Jewish Public and the Friends of 
Religious Toleration for Subscriptions and Donations for the above purpose. 
This appeal is made with much reluctance, but their finances (caused by 
the smallness of their number) being so exceedingly limited, they have no 
other resource than appealing to their friends at large, confident that this 
call will meet with that hearty response their brethren and friends ever 
accord to the support of the worship of God. 


Subscribed in Cape Town, about - : - £300 0 0 
London subscriptions— 

The Rev. Dr. Adler, Chief Rabbi - 

Messrs. De Pass and Son - - - 5-5 

Messrs. A. and S. Joseph, Myers, and Co. - - - &. 5.0 

The Great Synagogue, Duke’s-place - aso 


The following Gentlemen have kindly consented to receive Donations, viz.— 
The Rev. Dr. N. M. Apter, Chief Rabbi, Crosby-scjuare ; 
Daniew Dr Pass, Esq., 20, Finsbury-pliace ; 
Aaron Josern, Esq, 144, Leadenhall-street ; and, 
Joseru Esq., Old Broad-street. 


JEWS ORPHANS ASYLUM, 
Tenter Ground, Goodman's Fields. 


\7 OTICE is hereby given, that a General Meeting of the Governors and 
: Subscribers wil be holden at Sussex Hal!, Leadenhall-street, on Wed- 
nesdav, the 3ilst July iust., at Four for Five o'clock in the Afternoon 
precisely, to consider of a Letter of Condolence to Her Royal Highness the 
Duchess of Cambridge, etc., on the Demise of her Royal Husband, the Duke 
of Cambridge, Patron of this Institution. 
JOSEPH SEBAG, Esq., President. 
25th July, 1850. (By order), A. SAQUI, Secretary. 
Jews’ and General Literary and Scientific 
Institution, 


SUSSEX HALL, LEADENHALL STREET. 
Memorial to the late Usananet De Castro, Esa. 


HE De Castro Memorial Fund Committee give notice, that in accordance 
with the resolutions adopted at a Meeting of the Contributors to this 
Fund, held on the 22nd May last, they have prepared a plan for the endow- 
ment of a Price to be awarded periodically for the Promotion of Literature 
and Science. The Committee being desirous of obtaining Additional Sub- 
scriptions, solicit the aid of those Members of the Institution who have not 
yet contributed, so that sufficient funds may be raised to enabie the Institu- 
tion to perpetuate the memory of its lete President in a manner commen- 
Surate with his distinguished services. 


Amount of Subscriptions already announced = - £62 13. 6 

The names of Subscribers will be advertised in future numbers of the 
Jewish Chronicle. 

Subscriptions received by Mr. I. L. Miers, Chairman; Mr. M, T. Levitt, 
Hon. Sec.; Mr. M. S. Oppenheim, Secretary of the Institution; and at the 
Jewish Chronicle Otlice, 24, Houndsditch, 

July, 1850, M. T. LEVITT, Hon. Sec. 
qash OF DISTRESS. 

Shallthe Widow anil Orphan appealin vain? 
FINHE Sympathy of a generous Public is requested to the following distress- 

ing case, Which has been brought under the notice of the Rev. the C hief 
Kabhi turough the kinduess of a Christian Clergyman, the Incumbent of the 
District in which the distressed family reside. 

Mrs. Benjamin Levy, No. 1, Anne’s-place, Commercial-street, Spitalfields, 
whose husband died from insanity about two months since in Bethlehem 
Hospital, caused through despondency by continual reverses in trade, is left 
in great destitution, with Five Young Children. The above Clergyman has 
succeeded in obtaining some relief for the distressed Widow, which, together 
with any further Subscriptions that may be obtained, will be applied to raise 
a small fund for the purpose of enabling her to set up in a littie Business, 
and thus prevent her being a continual pauper. 


Donations ady Re 

Previously acknowledged, £8 17s.— Per Rev. Dr. Adler: Mr. S.J. Man- 
ning, £1.—Per Mr. Van Goor: Mr. Van Goor, 2s. 6d.; Sundry Gentlemen, 
3s. 6d. — Per Jewish Chronicle: A Friend, 5s.; Mr. Poilip Phillips, 5s.; 
A Friend, 2s. —- Per Mr. M. H. Bresslau: Hertz Ben Pinchas, 2s. 6d.; 1. L., 
Swan-street, ls. 

Further Donations will be thankfully received by the Rev. Dr. Adler, Chief 
Rabbi, 4, Crosby-square; Mr. J. Salomons, 26, Bury-street, St. Mary-Axe; 
0 Kk. Van Goor, 5, ditto; and at the Jewish Chronicie Office, 24, Hounds- 

itch. 


Wanted, 
TOWN-TRAVELLER, in a Wholesale Boot and Shoe Business. Apply 
at 14, Great Alie-street, Goodman’s Fields. 


ALF-HOURS WITH THE BEST AUTHORS. ‘Tp 
First Quarter, forming a Volume, with a Frontispiece, containing Portrait, 
of Spenser, Lord Bacon, Jenemy Tayvor, and Dr. Jonsson, handsomely bound 


in cloth, price Half-a-Crown. 


LONDON: CHARLES KNIGHT, FLEET STREET. 


And sold by all Booksellers in London and Country. 


ICTORIAL HALF-HOURS; OR MISCELLANIES op 
ART, with Illustrative Descriptions, The First Quarter, forming a Votvy, 
elegantly hownd in cloth, price Three Shillings and Sixpence. Ready August, ld. 


LONDON ; CHARLES KNIGHT, FLEET STREET, 
And sold by all Booksellers in London and Country. 


Society for Relieving the Poor during the 
seven Days of Confined Mourning. 


YHE Committee gratetuily acknowledge the receipt of the following 
Donations: viz.— 


S. 1. Manning, Esq. (per Mr. Moss Defries) —- « i 6-6 
l. lL. Moses, Esq., Gloucester (per ditto) - - 
D. Esq. (per Mr. P. Hyam) - 010 


Donations and Subscriptions will be thankfully received and duly acknow.- 
ledged by Mr. S. Sepac, President, Bevis Marks; Mr. H. Isaacs, Vp, 
23, Houndsditch; Mr. S. L. Lyons, Treasurer, 11, Wilson-street, Finshury. 
Mr. Moss Dernizes, P.V.P., 147, Houndsditch; and Mr. P. Hyam, Ho», 
Sec., 14, Bevis Marks, 


Contract for Clothing. | 
TINHE Committee of the Great Synagogue are ready to contract for the 
| _ supply of Sundry Clothing to be distributed to the Poor, to the amoun: 
ot about £170. Persons desirous of tendering must send in their applica- 
tions, accompanied by Samples, on or betore the &th August next. 

Further particulars may be had by application to 
Great Synagogue Chambers, SIMEON OPPENHEIM, 

July 24th, 5610, Secretary. 


Hotelde Europe, Boulogne-Sur-Wer. 
YHIS first-rate Establishment, situated on the Quay, opposite the Steam- 
‘| Packet Station, the Customhouse, and near the Railway station, affords 
every accommodation to Travellers, Apartments, with airy bed-rooms, fixe 
gardens, warm baths, stabling and lock-up coach-houses, etc., etc. 
The Tiuwes paper daily. 
Drawing-rooms, 4 to 6 francs. 


Table @’hote dinners, 3 francs. 
Bed-rooms, 2 franes. Breakfast from 14 to 2 francs. 
Private dinners, 4 francs. Bath complete, 14 franc. 

To Zacuarie (the Consul of Turkey), of. the Hotel de 

I'Furope, Customs and Shipping Agent, forwards Goods, Furniture, Lus- 

gage, etc., to and from France, on terms much below the usual scale of charge. 


Now Ready.—Price Sixpence, 


\ ALLENTIN ES, the only truce Hebrew and English ALM ANAC, publish 
) for Portuguese and Grerinan Jews, for two vears, 5611 and S612 a.™., 
correspomling to 1851, and 1852. containing, ~—Kxact time of Sabbat) 
ComMmmcncing and poling oul (Calendar for two years with remarkable occurrences 
Portions. of Seripture to be read on Sabbaths and Holidays—Chrono- 
logical Table —Jewish and Christian Holidays for the ensuing Nine yoars 

Jewish Keclesiastical Board—Ditto Dr puties, Svnagogues and Officers m Londen 
provinces —Jew M Lodges—Chapters, etc. — Birthdays otf the Roval 
Lon lon Bauukers -Ech, “US. etc. aiso a Ay tes the Je Almane’ 
af thie of the S thhaths, Fasts, stivals, 
ture, ordinances 


and event- 


Ces by scrip 
or otherw Ise, To be h id of the Publisher, 152, Hound ditch, the 
Jewish Chronicle office, 24,-Houndsditch, and of all the Jewish and other Book- 
sellers. | 

will also have after the ensuing 4‘y/an @ fine assortment of 
Dy7AwK and beautiful Dow which he is determined to sell at unprecedented low 
prices, 


Wanted, 
HOUSEKEEPER, of the Jewish Persuasion, without incumbrance. A 
tf Husband and Wife would not be objected to, if without incumbranct. 

- Apply on Monday and Tuesday nex’, between the hours of 12 and 2 
0 clock, at E. Moses and Son’s, 86, Aldgate. 


Respectable Young Man, as an Assistant, also a Youth, as an Appren- 


tice, at 1. Ahiborn and Co.’s Haberdashery, Toy, and Fancy Fstablish- 
ment, Liverpool, 


Printed tor the Proprietor, Joseph Mitchell, at the Printing Office, Cirens Place, London 
Wail, by John Wertheimer, of No. 1, Circus Place, London Wall, and published by 
E«dlward Ward, 54, Paternosier-row, and may be had at the Jewish Chronicle Office, 
24, Houndsditch, ia the City of London, Friday, July 26, 1850, 
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